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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This communication is responsive to Amendment filed 6/1 0/2005 and RCE filed 
7/12/2005. 

2. Claims 143-144 and 146-147 are pending in this application. Claims 143 and 146 are 

independent claims. In the Amendment, claims 145 and 148 were cancelled and claims 143 and 
146 were amended. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 143 and 146 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Klingler et al. ("Klingler," US 5,404,3 16) in view of de la Huerga ("Huerga", US 6,820,093). 

As per claim 143, Klingler teaches an editing system for editing a plurality of clips to 
produce an edit resultant clip, comprising: 

editing means for edit processing said plurality of clips on the basis of clip management 
data defining the edit processing performed on each of said plurality of clips to produce said edit 
resultant clip (col. 5, lines 2-15); 

managing means for managing said plurality of clips on the basis of link information 
indicating a tree structure for linking said plurality of clips to produce said edit resultant clip 
(col. 7, lines 64-68; col.8, lines 1-12); and 
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control means for modifying the edit processing performed on one of said plurality of 
clips in producing said edit resultant clip (col.l, lines 32-39) and automatically updating said clip 
management data and link information for each of said plurality of clips in accordance with the 
modified edit processing (col.l, lines 33-34; col.2, lines 43-44; col.5, lines 46-63). 

However, Klingler does not teach the clips to have a corresponding enable/disable flag, 
setting the flags corresponding to each clip linked in the tree structure above the modified edit 
processing to disable, re-edit processing the clips having flags set to disable, thereby re- 
producing the edit resultant clip to include the modified edit processing and resetting the flags to 
enable. Huerga teaches editing means to include a plurality of segments having a corresponding 
flag (col.36, lines 43-49), setting the flags corresponding to the modified sections (col.35, lines 
12-15), reprocessing the sections having flags set to disable to reproduce the record to include 
the modifications (col.36, lines 25-29), and resetting the flags back to enable after processing is 
complete (col.35, lines 13-15). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to include Huerga' s teaching with Klingler' s system in order to save 
time in reprocessing to only those sections that have been modified. 

Independent claim 146 is similar in scope to independent claim 143, and is therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

5. Claims 144 and 147 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Klingler et al. ("Klingler," US 5,404,316) and de la Huerga ("Huerga", US 6,820,093) in view of 
Duffy et al. ("Duffy", US 5,339,393). 

As per claim 144, the system of Klingler and Huerga teaches storing of the clip 
management data and link information in a storage memory but does not disclose this storage to 
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be a database. Duffy teaches an editing system where a database is used to store clip information 
(Duffy, col. 2, lines 19-25). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to include Duffy's teaching with Klingler's system in order to provide an 
alternatively efficient means of storage. 

Claim 147 is similar in scope to claim 144, and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments in Amendment filed 6/10/2005 and RCE filed 7/12/2005 have 
been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Communications 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sajeda Muhebbullah whose telephone number is (571) 272-4065. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Tuesday/Thursday and alt. Mondays from 8:00 am to 
4:30 pm (EST). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine Kincaid, can be reached on (571) 272-4063. 

The central fax number for the organization where correspondence for this application or 
proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 

KRISTiWE K«iD 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2100 



Sajeda Muhebbullah 

Patent Examiner 
AH Unit 21 74 



